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INTRODUCTION

Late in 1964 a study of transportation in the Abilene urban area was begun with
respect to existing facilities, existing deficiencies, and future needs. This study was
initiated as a result of the passage by Congress of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of
1962, which provided for a "continuing, comprehensive transportation planning
process carried on cooperatively by States and local communities™ for each urban area
of more than fifty thousand population. Completion of the initial phase of study
covering ten (10) basic study elements resulted in the publication of a two volume
report: Abilen rban Tran ion Plan, Volume 1, 196 rigin-D

Survey, published in 1966; and Abilene Urban Transportation Plan, Volume 2, 1965-
1985 Transportation Plan, published in 1968.

In order to provide for the continuing phase of the comprehensive, cooperative
planning process for the purpose of keeping Abilene’s transportation plan up to date,
an agreement between the City of Abilene and the State of Texas was executed on
January 23, 1969, and superseded by a revised agreement, including Taylor County
as a party, executed March 30, 1973. This revised agreement provided the guidelines
for the organization and functioning of the continuing phase of the Abilene Urban
Transportation Study. It also assigned the primary responsibility of each of the basic
study elements to eithar the city, state or county.

On July 2, 1974, the Governor of Texas designated the City of Abilene to be the
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPQ) which, in cooperation with the State, would
have overall transportation planning responsibilities for the urbanized area. The
designation was repeztedly renewed until 1988 when the designation became
continuous. A series of agreements between the State of Texas and the City of
Abilene have assigned individual and joint responsibilities to the State and the City of
Abilene in the conduct of transportation planning activities to fulfill the requirements
of federal and State law.

The 1973 agreement established a group structure to provide overall transportation
policy guidance for the planning activities. Initiallv, the group structure contained two
committees, a Policy Advisory Committee consisting of area legislators and elected
officials of local governments and a Steering Committee consisting of other elected
officials and key transportation planning staff personnel. The group structure evolved
in response to changes in legislation and contractual agreements, becoming a single
Abilene Urban Transportation Planning Committee with both voting and non-voting
members. The group adopted the name Abilene MPO Transportation Policy Board in
1993 and continues to act as the forum for cooperative transportation planning
decision making and the provider of overall transportation policy guidance to the MPO.

In December 1991, the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(ISTEA) was signed into law. ISTEA reemphasized the role of cooperative decision
making in the development, review, and approval of transportation plans and
programs.



PURPOSE

This document contains a prioritized list of surface transportation improvement
projects which are expected to begin in the next three years. These projects are
planned to develop, improve, and maintain an integrated transportation system
for the Abilene Metropolitan Area. The program is intended to efficiently use
resources to improve the mobility of people and goods within and through the
urbanized area and minimize transportation-related fuel consumption and air
poliution.

This program is part of a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive
metropolitan planning process as required by the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991. Planning considerations which have
influenced the development of this improvement program include the
programming of Surface Transportation Program funds for transit purposes and
the following elements:

1. Preservation of existing transportation facilities and, where practical, ways
to meet transportation needs by using existing transportation facilities
mere efficiently;

2. The consistency of transportation planning with applicable Federal, State,
and local energy conservation programs, goals, and objectives;

3. The need to relieve congestion and prevent congestion from occurring
where it does not yet occur;

4. The likely effect of transportation policy decisions on land use and
development and the consistency of transportation plans and programs
with the provisions of all applicable short- and long-term land use and
development plans;

5. The programming of expenditures on transportation enhancement
activities;

6. The effects of all transportation projects to be undertaken within the
metropolitan area, without regard to whether such projects are publicly
funded; :

7. Access to airports, intermodal surface transportation facilities, major
freight distribution routes, national parks, recreation areas, monuments
and historic sites, and military installations;

8. The need for connectivity of roads within the metropolitan area with roads
outside the metropolitan area;



9. Transportation needs identified through use of the required management
systems;

10. Preservation of rights-of-way for construction of future transportation
projects;

11. Methods to enhance the efficient movement of freight;

12. The use of life-cycle costs in the design and engineering of bridges,
tunnels, or pavement;

13. The overall social, economic, energy, and environmental effects of
transportation decisions;

14. Methods to expand and enhance transit services and to increase the use
of such services; and

15. Capital investments that would result in increased security in transit
systems.

DEFINITION OF AREA

The Abilene Metropolitan Area is the area in and around the City of Abilene
which is currently considered urbanized or which is expected to become
urbanized by the vear 2015. The Abilene Metropolitan Area contains portions
of Taylor County and Jones County including the City of Abilene; the City of
Impact; the City of Tye; the communities of Caps, Elmdale, Hamby, and Potosi;
and some adjacent rural area.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS

A public involvement process relying on the development of interaction with
various groups and individuals primarily through correspondence was approved
by the Abilene MPO Transportation Policy Board on May 17, 1994. Solicitation
of interest in the transportation planning has been made through advertisement,
other media solicitation, and direct contact. Discussions of transportation issues
have been held with the Abilene Human Relations Committee, which represents
the interests of minorities and others traditionally underserved by the
transportation system , and with the CityLink A.D.A Advisory Board.

Numerous project request forms and planning documents have been distributed.
An additional public hearing will be heard concerning the Transportation
Improvement Program prior to final consideration.



PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS

Mobility projects are selected for inclusion in the TIP by advancing projects from
the long range plan in accordance with identified needs and available funding
taking into account the implementation priorities expressed by local public
officials and citizens’ groups as well as the priorities of the MPO and TxDOT.
Projects are emphasized which relieve existing system congestion, provide
appropriate access to the transportation system, or ensure continuity of regional
and national transportation systems through the metropolitan area.

Rehabilitation, maintenance, and safety projects are selected for inclusion in the
TIP by identifying needs through management systems and taking into account
the implementation priorities expressed by local public officials and citizens’
groups as well as the priorities of the MPO and TxDOT. Projects are emphasized
which preserve the existing system, improve the serviceability and safety of the
transportation system, or minimize intermodal conflicts.

Projects are listed in the TIP according to priority and funding availability. Those
projects with the highest priority are placed in the earliest year in which they
may be implemented. Thus, the projects in the closest year, FY 96, are the
projects with available funding and the highest priority. The TIP is updzied
annually and projects are normally advanced according to the year in which they
were first placed with new projects normally added in the third year of the TIP.

TxDOT, in cooperation with the MPO, selects projects for implementation from
the approved TIP for the Abilene Metropolitan Area. If any project in the first
year, FY 96, cannot be implemented for any reason, then projects which are
ready to implement may be moved forward from the later years in the TIP, first
considering projects in FY 97 then projects in FY 98.

PROGRESS FROM PREVIOUS YEAR

Projects Implemented:

Rehabilitation and capacity improvement of FM 89 (Buffalo Gap Road) at
intersections with US 83 frontage roads (Clack Street and Danville Drive)

Extension of FM 3438 from Bl 20-R (S. 1st Street) to IH 20 frontage road
(Stamford Street) in Abilene

Construction of FM 3438 overpass at US 277



Projects Pending in FY 95:

Bridge (overpass) replacement on US 83 (Winters Freeway) northbound at BU
83-D (Pine Street) - advanced from TIP year 1996

Bridge replacement on E. S. 27th Street at Lytle Creek in Abilene

Safety improvements on IH 20 from the Callahan County line to near Old Anson
Road in Abilene - advanced from TIP year 1996

A transportation enhancement project to acquire historic railroad property in the
Abilene Commercial Historic District

A transit project to improve transit service in the Abilene central business district
including the addition of two new buses to the CityLink fleet

Project Changes_and Delays:

A safety project to relocate a fence at the intersection of FM 1750 (Oldham
Lane) at E. S. 27th Street in Abilene was cancelled due to excessive costs
identified during preliminary engineering. Improvements to signage at the
intersection were made as an alternative to the cancelled project.

AIR QUALITY ISSUES

The Abilene Metropolitan Area is in attainment with National Ambient Air Quality
Standards in all categories.

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA)

Multiyear projects to make the scheduled transit service more accessible to
persons with disabilities continue to be implemented. A program to retrofit
buses for ADA compliance is expected to be completed in FY 1996. A multiyear
program to improve accessibility at bus stops through installation of new curb
cuts and passenger pads is continuing through each year of the three year TIP
program.
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GLOSSARY

PROJECT LISTINGS

csJ

PROJ ID

F.CLASS

FED PROG

PHASE

Control Section Job Number - TXDOT assigned number for projects
entered into the Project Development Program (PDP).

Project ldentification - Code assigned by the MPO for local
tracking/identification. Used to relate projects to the Metropolitan
Transportation Plan.

Federal Functional Class - Federal classification of streets and
highways into functional operating characteristics. Categories are:

Interstate

Other Urban Freeways and Expressways
Other Principal Arterials

Minor Arterials

Urban Collectors and Rural Major Collectors
Rural Minor Collectors

Urban and Rural Local Streets and Roads

NOOOLWN =

Funding Category - Major categories of Federal and State funding.
Categories used in this TIP are:

IH-M Interstate Highway - Maintenance

NHS-R National Highway System - Rehabilitation
STP-UM Surface Transportation Program - Urban Mobility
BRDG-OF Bridge Rehatilitation - Off System

BRDG-ON Bridge Rehabilitation - On System

DISCR TxDOT District Discretionary Funds

FM-REH Farm to Market Road - Rehabilitation

09 Federal Transit Administration Section 9

13D Urban Street Program - State aid to urban areas for

street rehabilitation

Project Phase for Federal Funding (E-Preliminary Engineering, R-
Right of Way Acquisition, & C-Construction)




FEDERALLY FUNDED

HIGHWAY PROJECTS
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PAGR NO. 1 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 27, 1995

0.13¢ 1115

ABILENE
ABILENE MPO
FY 1996
|DISTRICT |NAME OR DESIGNATION |PROJ. ID  |FED PROG|FEDERAL | LETTING DATE |
| COUNTY |LOCATION (FROM) |F. CLASS  |ST. CAT.|STATE |REVISION DATE |
|cITY [LOCATION (T0) | LANES |PHASE  |LOCAL | COMMENTS |
jcsa |DESCRIPTION OF WORK | LENGTH |MPO {TOTAL i |
| + + + + + |
| ABILENE |us 83 IMREHASRRM |NHS-R |  $320,000}05/96 |
| TAYLOR |0.84 MI N OF PM 707 13 |13¢ | 80,000}/ |
{OTHER |us 84 14 e ] o} |
10034-01-099 | SAFETY IMPROVEMENT | 9.766 j1115 | $400,000] |
| + + + + + |
| ABILENE |FPM 707 |MSAFESRSA |STP-SA | $108,000|08/96 |
| TAYLOR |AT THE UNION PACIFIC RAILMAY IN TYE AND 15 |4A | 12,000|/ |
|OTHER |PM 707 (NORTH ST) DOT# 796065S 12 |c | o] . |
|0677-01~901 | INSTALL RAILROAD SIGNALS ] 0.001 |1115 | $120,000] |
| + + + + + |
| ABILENE |VA |MENHASRMS |STP-TE | $690,800|06/96 |
| TAYLOR |MESQUITE ST |7 |48 | o)/ |
| OTHER |HICKORY ST, ON NORTH 1ST ST IN ABILENE |0 IR | 172,700| |
{0908~33-046 | ACQUISITION OF RIGHT OF WAY | 0.001 1115 | $863,500] |
| + + + + + |
| ABILENE |cs |AANTI-1-CA |STP-UM | $332,000(|05/96 |
| TAYLOR |BUFFALO GAP RD (FM 89) ON ANTILLEY RD |5 |4D | 83,000(/ |
| ABILENE |TWIN OAK DR IN ABILENE |2 (= | 95,000] |
|0908-33~048 | WIDENING OF A NON-FREBWAY FACILITY | 0.800 |1115 | $510,000] i
| + + . + [
| ABILENE |LP 322 |50322-1-CA |STP-UM | $1,388,000]/06/96 |
| TAYLOR |0.7 MI N OF FM 1750 (OLDHAM LN) |2 14D | 347,000/ |
| ABILENE |MAPLE STREET 12 IC | OJADDT’L FUND CSJ |
|2398-01-024 |ADD 2 MAIN LANES FOR 4 LANE URBAN FREEWAY | 2.506 11115 | $1,735,000]2398-1~33 |
| + + + + + |
| ABILENE |CR |1.0339-1-BL |BRDG-OF | $72,749111/95 {
| TAYLOR |AT EIM CRK ON CR 339 (OLDHAUSEN RD) 17 |6B | 0}/ |
| OTHER l. 12 Ic i 18,127 i
|0908-33-047 | REPLACE BRIDGE AND APPROACHES | |
+ |

| $90,876|
| + + +

rnaASE: E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER
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PAGE NO. 2 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 27,
ABILENE
ABILENE MPO
FY 1997
|DISTRICT |NAME OR DESIGNATION |PROJ. ID | FED PROG|FEDERAL | LETTING DATE
| COUNTY | LOCATION (FROM) |F. CLASS |ST. CAT.|STATE |REVISION DATE
{CITY JLOCATION (TO) | LANES | PHASE | LOCAL | COMMENTS
{CsJT |DESCRIPTION OF WORK | LENGTH |MPO | TOTAL |
| + + + + +
| ABILENE JIH 20 |S1020-2~IM |IH-M | $2,250,000]|05/97
| TAYLOR |W OF CATCLAW CREEK 1 3 | 250,000]/
{ABILENE |BAST OF CEDAR CREEK j4 [ | M|
10006-06-063 | REEABILITATION AND SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS | 2.784 ]1118 | $2,500,000]
| + + + + +
|ABILENE |cs | ASHOR-1-BL |BRDG-OF | $59,200}06/97
| TAYLOR |AT LYTLE LAGOON |5 |6B | o}/
| ABILENE |ON SHORELINE DRIVE IN ABILENE 12 Ic | 14,800]
10908-33-039 | REPLACE BRIDGE AND APPROACHES | 0.080 j1115 |

$74,000]

| +

PHASE: E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER
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PAGE NO. 3 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 27, 1995

ABILENE
ABILENE MPO
FY 1998
|DISTRICT |NAME OR DESIGNATION |PROJ. ID  |FED PROG|FEDERAL | LETTING DATE |
|COUNTY |LOCATION (FROM) IF. CLASS  |ST. CAT.|STATE | REVISION DATE |
|eITY JLOCATION (TO) | LANES |PHASE  |LocAL | COMMENTS |
|csa |DESCRIPTION OF WORK | LENGTH |MPO } TOTAL l |
| + + + + + {
|ABILENE |IH 20 |SI010-X-IM |IH-M |  $90%,000|11/97 |
| TAYLOR {0.4 MILES WEST OF FM 707 |2 {2 i 101,000(/ |
|'TYE |BAST OF BI 20-R 14 Ic I 0} |
|0006-05~900 | PLANING AND ASPHALT CONCRETE PAVEMENT (MAIN LANES & FIG RD)| 1.996  [1115 | $1,010,000§ |
( + + + + + [
|ABILENE |us 83 [S0083-4-0I |STP-UM |  $800,000|05/98 !
{TAYLOR |AT PM 707 13 4D | 200,000(/ i
|ABILENE l. 14 lc | 0|ADDT’L FUND CSJ |
|0034-01-102 |CONSTRUCT TWIN OVERPASS AND APPROACHES | 0.500 1115 | $1,000,000]0034-01-101 |
| + + + + + |
|ABILENE |os 83 |50083-2-BS |BRDG-ON |  $264,800]08/98 ]
TAYLOR |AT US 277 j2 j6a i 66,200|/ {
|ABILENE |LT & RT LANR 14 Ic | o} i
|0033-06-087 | REHABILITATE BRIDGE | 6.100 (1115 | $331,000] {
| + + + + + }
| ABILENE jus 83 |MBRIDSRBR |BRDG-ON |  $528,800|11/97 i
}TAYLOR |AT FM B9 (BUFFALO GAP RD) |2 |6a | 132,200|/ |
| ABILENE |NORTH BOUND LANE ONLY 14 Ic i 0| |
]0034-01-903 |[RAISE AND REHABILITATE STRUCTURE { 0.500 |1115 | $661,000] [
" + 3 l

PHASE: E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T+=TRANSFER



FEDERALLY FUNDED

TRANSIT PROJECTS




Page No. 1 . 06/06/95
Abilene Metropolitan Area

Transportation Improvement Program
FY19956 Projects by Type

District Name or Designation Proj. 1D Fed Prog|Federal Anticipated Letting Date

County Location (from) f. Class St. Cat.|State

City Location (to) Lanes Phase Ltocal

csd Description of Work Length MPO Total Revision Comments

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-$09-96 09 4 115.4

TAYLOR $ 18.7

ABILENE s 10.1|REPLACE FY 91 VANS
PURCHASE 2 VANS 0.0 ABILENE |$ 144.2

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-96 Q9 s 48.0

TAYLOR $ 7.8

ABILENE $ 4.2
8 AUTOMATIC FAREBOXES 0.0 ABILENE |$ 60.0

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-96 Q9 s 10.1

TAYLOR $ 1.7

ABILENE b3 0.9
CAPITAL ADMINISTRATION 0.0 ABILENE |$ 12.7

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-96 09 3 63.7

TAYLOR $ 10.3

ABILENE b3 5.6
TRANSIT PLANNING 0.0 ABILENE [$ 79.6

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-$09-96 09 $ 567.0

TAYLOR $ 161.1

ABILENE $ 405.9
TRANSIT OPERATIONS 0.0 ABILENE |3 1,134.0

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-96 09 $ 13.5

TAYLOR $ 1.0

ABILENE $ 0.S|A.D.A. PROJECT
PASSENGER PADS/CURB CUTS 0.0 ABILENE |$ 15.0

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-96 09 $ 31.5

TAYLOR $ 2.3

ABILENE $ 1.2|A.D.A. PRQJECT
BUS RETROFITS 0.0 ABILENE |[$ 35.0




Page No. 1 ' 06/06/9
Abilene Metropolitan Area /06/95

Transportation Improvement Program
FY1997 Projects by Type

District Name or Designation Proj. 1D fed Prog|Federal Anticipated Letting Date

County Location (from) F. Class St. Cat.|State :

City Location (to) Lanes Phase Local

csJ Description of Work tength MPO Total Revision Comments

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-97 09 63.7

TAYLOR S 10.3

ABILENE s 5.6
TRANSIT PLANNING 0.0 ABILENE |$ 79.6

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTAB1-509-97 - |09 s 617.0

TAYLOR $ 158.3

ABILENE 3 458.7
TRANSIT OPERATIONS 0.0 ABILENE ($ 1,234.0

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-97 09 $ 13.0

TAYLOR 3 2.1

ABILENE $ 1.1
CAPITAL ADMINISTRATION 0.0 ABILENE I8 16.2

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-97 09 S 48.0

TAYLOR $ 7.8

ABILENE k3 4.2
SCHEDULING SOFTWARE c.0 ABILENE |$ 60.0

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-97 09 b 3 183.4

TAYLOR $ 29.8]

ABILENE | % 16.1|REPLACE FY 92 VANS
PURCHASE 3 VaNS 0.0 ABILENE |$ 229.3

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-97 09 3 4.5

TAYLOR 3 0.3

ABILENE 3 0.2/A.D.A. PROJECT
PASSENGER PADS/CURB CUTS 0.0 ABILENE |% 5.0

ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-97 09 $ 12.6

TAYLOR } 1 2.0

ABILENE 3 1.1{NON-REVENUE SUPPORT VEHICLE
PURCHASE SEDAN 0.0 ABILENE |$ 15.7




Page No. 1 . 06/06/95
Abilene Metropolitan Area

Transportation Improvement Program
FY1998 Projects by Type

District Name or Designation Proj. 1D Fed Prog|federal Anticipated Letting Date
County Location (from) F. Class St. Cat.|State
City Location (to) Lanes Phase Local
csJ Description of Work Length MPO Total Revision Comments
ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-$S09-98 09 $ 63.7
TAYLOR $ 10.3
ABILENE $ 5.6
TRANSIT PLANNING 0.0 ABILENE |$ 79.6
ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-509-98 09 s 617.0
TAYLOR ) 158.3
ABILENE $ 458.7
TRANSIT OPERATIONS 0.0 ABILENE |1$ 1,234.0
ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-98 09 $ 32.0
TAYLOR 3 5.2
ABILENE s 2.8
CAPITAL ADMINISTRATION 0.0 ABILENE |3 40.0
ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-98 09 $ 2,406.0
TAYLOR $ 0.0
ABILENE $ 601.0|REPLACE FY 92 BUSES
REPLACE 13 BUSES 0.0 ABILENE |$ 3,007.0
ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-S09-98 09 3 4.5
TAYLOR $ 0.3
ABSILENE % 0.21A.D.A. PROJECT
PAS3IENGER PADS/CURB CUTS 0.0 ABILENE |$ 5.0
ABILENE CITYLINK (ABILENE TRANSIT) PTABI-509-98 0% 3 12.0
TAYLOR 3 1.9
ABILENE 3 1.1
TERMINAL FACILITY FURNISHINGS 0.0 ABILENE 1% 15.0
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PAGE NO. 1 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 27, 1995

ABILENE
ABILENE MPO
FY 1996
JDISTRICT |NAME OR DESIGNATION |PROJ. ID |FED PROG|FEDERAL | LEYTING DATE |
| COUNTY | LOCATION (FROM) |F. CLASS  |ST. CAT.|STATE |REVISION DATE |
lcITY | LOCATION (T0O) | LANES |PHASE | LOCAL | COMMENTS |
|CsT |DESCRIPTION OF WORK | LENGTH |MPO | TOTAL N |
| + + + + -+ |
|ABILENE |LP 322 |S0322-1~CA |DISCR | $0]06/96 i
| TAYLOR 10.7 MI N OF FM 1750 (OLDHAM LN) (2 11 ] 425,000]/ |
| ABILENE |MAPLE STREET j2 Ic | O|ADDT’L FUND CSJ |
|2398-01-033 |ADD 2 MAIN LANES FOR 4 LANE URBAN FREEWAY | 2.506 11115 | $425,000|FOR 2398-1-24 |
| + + + * + |
|ABILENE |us 83 |MOPERSROI  |DISCR | $0408/96 |
| TAYLOR 10.5 MILES NORTH OF SOUTHWEST DRIVE 13 |11 | 170,000}/ i
|ABILENE | SOUTHWEST DRIVE |2 Ic | 0} |
10034-01-906 | RELOCATE RAMP AND CONSTRUCT RIGHT TURN LANE | 1.000 J1115 | $170,000] |
+ |

] + + + +

PHASE: E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER



PAGE NO. 2 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 27, 1995

ABILENE

ABILENE MPO

FY 1997
|DISTRICT |NAME OR DESIGNATION |PROJ. ID |FED PROG|{FEDERAL | LETTING DATE
| COUNTY | LOCATION (FROM) |F. CLASS |{ST. CAT.|STATE {REVISION DATE
|CITY | LOCATION (TO) | LANES | PRASE j LOCAL | COMMENTS |
|csT |DESCRIPTION OF WORK | LENGTH |MPO | TOTAL { |
| + + + + -+ |
| ABILENE {FM 707 |S0707-1-RM |FM-REH | $0(05/97 |
| TAYLOR {us 83 14 |8A | 620,000}/ |
| ABILENE |FPM 1750 (POTOSI RD) |2 Ic J []] |
|0663-02-003 | RECONSTRUCT, SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS AND ADD SHOULDERS 2.200 11115 | $620,000] |

+ + - i

PHASE: E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER



PAGE NO. 3 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 27, 1995

ABILENE
ABILENE MPO
FY 1998

|DISTRICT |NAME OR DESIGNATION |PROJ. ID |FED PROG|FEDERAL | LETTING DATE ]
| COUNTY |LOCATION (FROM) |F. CLASS  |ST. CAT.|STATE | REVISION DATE
|cITY | LOCATION (TO) | LANES |PHASE  |LOCAL | COMMENTS |
[fa=h |DESCRIPTION OF WORK | LENGTH |MPO | TOTAL | |
} + + + + + |
|ABILENE |BI 20-R | SBI20-1-0I |10A ] $0)09/97 [
| TAYLOR |US 83 (WINTRRS FWY) ON BI 20-R & N 1ST ST |3 |10a | 300,000(/ |
| ABILENE {BU 83-D (TREADAWAY BLVD) |5 Ic | 300,000{ADDT’L FUND BY |
|0006-18-900 | INSTALL TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES |  3.483 1115 |  $600,000{CITY OF ABILENE |
| === + + + + + |
| ABILENE Jus 83 |S0083-4-0I |DISCR | $0]05/98 |
| TAYLOR |AT FM 707 13 ]11 | 1,000,000]/ |
| ABILENR |. 14 [o | O}ADDT'L FUND CSJ |
10034~01-101 |CONSTRUCT TWIN OVERPASSES AND APPROACHES | 0.500 1115 | $1,000,000jFOR 34-1-102 i
! + + + + + |
| ABILENE Iva |MREHASRRM [13D | $0|11/97 |
| TAYLOR |VARIOUS LOCATIONS IN THE |6 13D | §51,000|/ i
| ABILENE |CITY OF ABILENE |0 ic | o] |

| |

+ |

{0808-33-302 | REHABILITATE CITY STREETS | 0.001 {1115

$551,000]

PHASE: E=ENGINRERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER
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Page No. 1 06/30/95
Abilene Metropolitan Area
Transportation Improvement Program
District Name or Designation Proj. 1D Fed Prog|Federal Anticipated Letting Date
County Location (from) f. Class St. Cat.|State
City Location (to) Lanes Phase Local
csJ Description of Work Length MPO Total Revision Comments
ABILENE JUDGE ELY BLWD. AJUDG-1-RN $ 0.0|DEC 95
TAYLOR E. N. 13TH STREET MINOR ART $ 0.0
ABILENE E. N. 10TH STREET L/4 CONST $ 320.0{PHASE 1 OF THREE PHASES
RECONSTRUCT ROADWAY 0.2 ABILENE |$ 320.0{
ABILENE CORSICANA AVE. ACORS-2-CA 3 0.0[MAY 96
TAYLOR ANDY STREET COLLECTOR $ 0.0
ABILENE 0.1 MILE SOUTH OF KARTFORD ST.|0/2 CONST s 110.3 |CONNECTING LINK
BUILD NEW TWO LANE ROAD 0.3 ABILENE |$ 110.3
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ABI=NE MPO TOTAL

FY 19¢ )98 TIP FINANCIAL SUMMARY
DISTRICT MPO TOTAL Revision Date:
Funding FY 96 FY 96 FY 97 FY 97 Fy 98 Fy 98 Total Total
Source Category of Work Apport Prog _ Apport Prog Apport Prog Apport Prog
1-Interstate Construction 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2-Interstate Maintenance 0.0 0.0 2500.0 2500.0 1010.0 1010.0 3510.0 3510.0
3-National Highway System
3B-Texas Trunk System 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other NHS 400.0 400.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 400.0 400.0
4-Surface Transportation Program
4A-Satety 120.0 120.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 120.0 120.0
4B-Enhancement 0.0 863.5 863.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 863.5 863.5
4C-Metropolitan Mobility 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
4D-Urban Mobility 2245.0 2245.0 0.0 0.0 1000.0 1000.0 3245.0 3245.0
4E-Rural Mobility 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
4F-STP Rehab 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
4G-RR Grade Seperation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
5-Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
6-Bridge
6A-Bridges on System 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 992.0 992.0 992.0 992.0
6B-Bridges off System 91.0 91.0 74.0 74.0 0.0 0.0 165.0 165.0
12-Commission Strategic Priority 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
12A-Federal & State Funding 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
12B-100% State Funding 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
15-Demonstration Projects 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
16- (Federal Projects) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Federal Land Highway Projects 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Federal- Section 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
FTA Section 9 849.2 849.2 942.2 942.2 3135.2 3135.2 4926.6 4926.6
Section 16 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Section 18 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTALS Federal FHWA 2856.0 2856.0 3437.5 3437.5 3002.0 3002.0 9295.5 9295.5
JHighways 100% State Funded Projects 595.0 595.0 620.0 620.0 2151.0 2151.0 3366.0 3366.0
Total District 3451.0 3451.0 4057.5 4057.5 5153.0 5153.0 12661.5 12661.5
TOTALS Federal FTA Program 849.2 849.2 942.2 942.2 3135.2 3135.2 4926.6 4926.6
Transit State Match for Transit Projects 202.9 202.9 210.6 210.6 176.0 176.0 589.5 589.5
Local Match for Transit Projects 428.4 428.4 487.0 487.0 1069.4 1069.4 1984.8 1984.8
Additional Additional Highway Match 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
[Match Additional Transit Match 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Locally City 430.3 430.3 0.0 0.0 300.0 300.0 730.3 730.3
Funded County 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Projects Other 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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MPO SELF-CERTIFICATION

We, _Maribel P. Chavez, P. E. , a duly authorized representative of the TEXAS
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, and Judge Lee Hamilton , a duly
authorized representative of the __ ABILENE _ TRANSPORTATION STUDY, hereby
certify and attest that the transportation planning conducted within the Metropolitan
Study Area by its agents and/or representatives, and funded under the latest approved
Unified Work Program(UWP), is addressing the major issues facing the area and is
being conducted in accordance with all applicable requirements of:

(1) Section 134 of Title 23, U.S.C., Section 8 of the Federa!l Transit Act (49
U.S.C. app. 1607) and this part(450);

(2) Sections 174 and 176(c) and (d) of the Clean Air Act(42 U.S.C. 7504,
7506(c) and (d));

(3) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Title VI assurance
executed by each State under 23 U.S.C. 324 and 29 U.S.C. 794;

(4) Section 1003(b) of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
of 1991(Pub. L. 102-240) regarding the involvement of Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the FHWA and the FTA funded planning projects(sec. 105(f) Pub.
L. 97-424, 96 Stat. 2100; 49 CFR Part 23); and

(5) The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (Pub. L.
101-336, 104 Stat. 327, as amended) and U.S. DOT regulations "Transportation
for Individuals with Disabilities” (49 CFR Parts 27, 37, and 38).

The Abilene Metropolitan Area continues to attain the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards and is considered an attainment area.

Witness these signatures this }i day of%, 1995.
U

TEXAS DEPARTMENT ABILENE TRANSPORTATION STUDY
OF TRANSPORTATION TRANSPORTATION POLICY BOARD
ABILENE DISTRICT CHAIRPERSON

/V District Engineer Chairperson
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PROJECT LISTINGS

csJ

PROJECT ID

FUNCTIONAL
CLASS

FEDERAL
PROGRAMS

PHASE

GLOSSARY

Control Section Job Number - TXDOT assigned number for projects
entered into the Project Development Plan (PDP)

Project Identification - Code assigned by the MPO for local
tracking/identification. Used to relate projects to the Metropolitan
Transportation Plan.

Federal Functional Class - Federal classification of streets and
highways into functional operating characteristics. Categories are:

Interstate

Other Urban Freeways and Expressways
Other Principal Arterials

Minor Arterials

Urban Collectors and Rural Major Collectors
Rural Minor Collectors

Urban and Rural Local Streets and Roads

Federal Funding Category - Major categories of Federal funding as
established by the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
of 1991 (ISTEA). Categories are:

IC - Interstate Construction

M - Interstate Maintenance

NHS- National Highway System

STP- Surface Transportation Program

CMAQ- Congestion & Mitigation Air Quality Funds
Bridge- On/Off System Bridge Rehabilitation
DSB- Donor State Bonus Funds

MA.- Minimum Allocation Funds

FLHP- Federal Land Highway Program

FTA Federal Transit Administration Funding

Project Phase for Federal Funding (E-Preliminary Engineering, R-
Right of Way Acquisition, & C-Construction)



I. INTRODUCTION

The Amarillo Urban Transportation Planning Study is carried out by the City of Amarillo in cooperation
with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), Potter and Randall Counties, and the Panhandle Regional Planning
Commission. The City of Amarillo was designated as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) in
1975 by the Governor of Texas in an agreement with the Governor's Office, Division of Planning
Coordination. The City of Amarillo and TxDOT signed a new contract in August of 1992 which reflects
changes in the planning process brought about by the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
of 1991 (ISTEA). The ISTEA was created "to develop a National Intermodal Transportation system that
is economically efficient, environmentally sound, provides the foundation for the Nation to compete in the
global economy and will move people and goods in an energy efficient manner”. The Act reauthorizes
highway and transit grant programs and redefines the manner in which federal aid to highways and transit
authorities is provided. Additionally, the Act provides unprecedented funding flexibility since allocated
highway funds may be used for transit inprovements and vice versa; this provision helps to emphasize
the intermodal aspects of the Act. The Act also includes new transportation planning requirements
related to public participation and the implementation of other federal legislation such as the Clean Air
Act and the Americans with Disabilities Act. The goals of the ISTEA, as well as those of the Amarillo
Urban Transportation Plan and Amarillo Comprehensive Plan are the core of urban transportation policy
in the Amarillo Urban Metropolitan Planning Area.

As MPO, the City of Amarillo is charged with coordinating the urban transportation planning process
among the above agencies. The primary duties of the MPO included the preparation of the Unified
Planning Work Program (UPWP), Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the development of
the Metropolitan Transportation Plan. The MPO also plays a significant role in transit planning activities.

Purpose

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a staged, multi-year program of transportation
improvements required by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) for urbanized areas receiving federal transportation funds. The purposes of the TIP

include:



1. ldentification of transportation improvements recommended for advancement during the 3 year
program period.

2. Identification of transportation improvement priorities.

3. Provide realistic estimates of total costs and revenues for the program period.

4. Facilitate a cooperative transportation planning process.

in order for projects to be included in the TIP, and thus be eligible for federal funding, they must first be
included in the twenty (20) year Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP). The MTP is developed through
the use of the traffic forecasting model which is operated by the Texas Department of Transportation
(TxDOT). Projects selected for implementation in the TIP have already been subjected to analysis and
evaluation procedures based on policy and planning goals set forth in the 20 year plan. Thus, the TIP
is considered as one step toward meeting the goals of the 20 year plan.

Definition of Area

The Amarillo Urban Transportation Study area includes the city of Amarillo and portions of Potter and
Randall Counties. The boundaries of the study area correspond to that area of the region which is likely
to become urbanized in the next 20 years. These boundaries also correspond to the limits of the Travel
Forecasting Model operated by the Texas Department of Transportation.

Public Involvement Process

Public involvement is assured in the Amarillo Urban Transportation Study through the adopted Public
involvement Procedures (PIP). The PIP incorporates the use of existing advisory boards to the Amarillo
City Commission. Through these advisory bodies, representatives of a broad specirum of the public, are
provided the opportunity to participate in the urban transportation planning process. Both the Amarillo
Traffic Commission and the Amarillo Advisory Commission for the Disabled play a significant role in the
development and improvement of transportation plans and programs.

Project Selection Process

Projects programmed in the TIP are evaluated using a variety of criteria. The criteria used to evaluate
a particular project depends on the type of project and how far the project goes toward meeting the goals
of the Metropolitan Transportation Plan. The items below include the major elements that are considered

in selecting projects.



Preservation of the Capital Investment
Safety

Congestion Relief

Environmental Protection and Enhancement
Economic Development

Aesthetics

Progress From Previous Year

Federally Funded Projects

US 87 @ 15th Ave. bridge rehab and widening, CSJ 004107075,- Under Construction
Coulter Road fron 45th to Loop 335 widen c&g, CSJ 090410.04 - Reprogramed FY 96
Arden Road from Sheldon to Coulter widen c&g, CSJ 090411015 - Reprogramed FY 96
Hughes St. at Ama. Bivd. add left tum lane, CSJ 09040219 - Bid Awarded

US 87 overlay, CSJ 004107071, Under Construction

Loop 335 @ Western Ave. construction of bridge approach, Under construction

IH-27 Underpass, Rehab bridge and approach, CSJ 016810048, Under construction
10th @ Adams st. add left turn lane, CSJ 090402018, Projected canceled

Federally Funded Transit Projects

Amarillo City transit, ADA Modifications, AMA-T-ADA(95) - Construction Complete
PARC, 1 van and 1 bus, AMA-T-PARC(95)- Complete

Sears Methodist Home, 1 van, AMA-T-SMH(95) - Complete

Ama. Multi-service Ctr., 3 vans, AMA-T-AMSC(95) - Complete

State Funded Projects

Loop 335, Rehab roadway, CSJ 263501019, Under construction

Air Quality Issues

The Clean Air Act of 1990 places several requirements on communities to maintain and improve urban
air quality. In response to the Act, the U.S. Department of Transportation has identified those
communities in the nation with poor air quality as non-attainment areas and those with good air quality
are classified as attainment areas.
consideration is still given to the maintenance of good air quality through the appropriate mix of land uses
with their resulting travel patterns and through a program to synchronize traffic signals on arterial roads

to decrease delay and travel time, resulting in reduced fuel consumption and lower vehicle emissions per

vehicle miles travelled.

Although Amarillo has been identified as an attainment area,



Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)

The ADA was designed to establish equal rights for persons with disabilities. The ADA requires
municipalities to develop programs which do not discriminate against persons with disabilities solely on
the basis of a physical or mental disability. The Act addresses several areas including employment,
public services, non-discrimination in the private sector, and telecommunications access. The City of
Amarillo includes persons with disabilities in the development of all of its employment programs and
public programs and facilities. A significant portion of Amarillo's response to the ADA is directly related

to improvements to the Amarillo City Transit system.



FEDERALLY FUNDED

HIGHWAY PROJECTS



PAGE

PHASE:

NO. 1 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 26, 1995
AMARILLO
AMARILLO MPO
FY 1996
DISTRICT NAME OR DESIGNATION PROJ. ID FED PROG|FEDERAL LETTING DATE
COUNTY LOCATION (FROM) F. CLASS ST. CAT.|STATE REVISION DATE
CITY LOCATION (TO) LANES PHASE LOCAL COMMENTS
CsJd DESCRIPTION OF WORK LENGTH MPO TOTAL
AMARILLO LP 279 AMAEO1S96  |STP-TE $420,800(|03/96
POTTER GEORGIA 4 48 0
OTHER BELLVIEW IN AMARILLO C 105,200
0090-05—080 | LANDSCAPING, BEAUTIFICATION, AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION OF 0.820 1114 $526,000
AMARILLO MH AMARO1S96 |STP-UM $2,320,000]11/95
RANDALL IN AMARILLO ON COULTER RD (MH 1207) 4 4D 80,000]/
AMARILLO FROM 45TH AVE TO LOOP 335 2 C 0
0904-11-014 [WIDEN TO ARTERIAL CURB AND GUTTER STREET 3.977 1114 $2,900,000
AMARILLO MH AMAROZ2S96 |STP-UM $220,000111/95
RANDALL ON ARDEN RD IN AMARILLO S 40 55,000{/
AMARILLO FROM SHELDON RD TO COULTER RD 2 C 0
0904-11-015|WIDEN TO ARTERIAL CURB ABD GUTTER STREET 0.300 1114 $275,000
AMARILLO us 60 AMAR10S96 [STP-RRX | $2,260,000)|02/96
POTTER AT AT & SF RAILROAD 3 4G 565,000{/
AMARILLO . 6 C 1,000,000(Cov
0169-02-052 | CONSTRUCT RR GRADE SEPARATION 1.600 1114 $3,825,000
AMARILLO LP 335 AMARO6S962 [STRAT $4,000,000|05/96
POTTER IH 40 W OF AMARILLO 3 12 1,000,000)/
AMARILLO 3.41 MILES NORTH C 0
2635-04-005 |NEW CONSTRUCTION; 2 LANE ROADWAY 3.410 1114 $5,000,000
E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER




PAGE NO. 2 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 25, 1995
AMARILLO
AMARILLO MPO

FY 1997
DISTRICT NAME OR DESIGNATION PROJ. ID FED PROG{FEDERAL LETTING DATE
COUNTY LOCATION (FROM) F. CLASS ST. CAT.|STATE REVISION DATE
cITY LOCATION (T0) LANES PHASE LOCAL COMMENTS
csJ DESCRIPTION OF WORK LENGTH MPO TOTAL
AMARILLO IH 27 AMAR31S8971 |IH-M $3,861,000(05/97
POTTER 0.1 MILES NO.OF IH 40 INTERCHANGE 1 2 429,000}/
AMARILLO FM 1541 JUNCTION 6 ¢
0168-10-901 | PLANING, PAVEMENT REPAIR, SEAL JOINTS AND CONCRETE OVERLAY 0.001 1114 $4,290,000
AMARILLO IH 40 AMAR315972 |IH-M $990,000|01/97
POTTER AT THE COULTER ROAD AND BELL STREET 1 2 110,000]/
AMARILLO INTERCHANGES IN AMARILLO 4 C 0
0275-01-125 |[RELOCATE AND REALIGN ACCESS RAMPS INCLUDING EXCAVATION, 0.001 1114 $1,100,000
AMARILLO VA AMAR315973 |IH-M $810,000102/97
POTTER AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS ON INTERSTATE 1 2 90,000|/
AMARILLO IN AMARILLO 0 C 0
0904~00-039 | SEQUENCE SIGNING 0.001 1114 $900,000
AMARILLO BI 40-D AMAR28S971 |STP-UM $320,000{04/97
POTTER 0.25 MILES NORTH OF SPUR 279 3 40 80,000
AMARILLO PLUM CREEK DRIVE 0 ¢ 0
0090-06-035|ADD CENTER LEFT TURN LANE, EXCAVATION, BASE, CURB AND GUTTER 0.100 1114 $400,000

PHASE: E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER



PAGE NO. 1 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 29, 1995
AMARILLO
AMARILLO MPO
FY 1998
|DISTRICT  [NAME_OR DESIGNATION PROJ. ID  |FED PROG|FEDERAL LETTING DATE
COUNTY LOCATION (FROM) F. CLASS  |ST. CAT.|STATE REVISION DATE
CITY LOCATION (TO) LANES PHASE LOCAL COMMENTS
csJ DESCRIPTION OF WORK LENGTH MPO TOTAL
AMARILLO  [vA AMAR315981 |IH~M $328,82705/98
POTTER AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS ON IH 40 1 2 36.536|/
AMARILLO IN AMARILLO 0 [ 0
0904~00-038 | SEQUENCE SIGNING 0.100  [1114 $365,363
AMARILLO us 87 AMAR315982 |NHS-R $2,720,000 11/97
POTTER 0.50 MI N OF LP 335, NORTH 3 3c 680,000/
AMARILLO  |2.80 MI N OF ATESF RR 0 c 0
0041-07-900 | REHABILITATE EXISTING ROADWAY 10.780  |1114 $3, 400,000
AMARILLO  [LP 335 AMARO7S982 |STP-UM | $2,800,000|05/98
POTTER 3.41 MILES NORTH OF IH 40 5 4D 700,000}/
AMARILLO 1.60 MILES NORTH AND EAST c 0
2635~04-012 {NEW CONSTRUCTION, 2 LANE ROADWAY 1.600 1114 $3,500,000
PHASE: E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER




FEDERALLY FUNDED
TRANSIT PROJECTS



Amarillo MPO Federally Funded Transit Projects
Transportation Improvement Program

FY 1996

Name or Designation Anticipated

Location (from) Letting Date

Location (to) Revision

Description of Work Comments
AMARILLO AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-04S(96)1 09 $ 1.6|APRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO  |VARIOUS SHOP EQUIPMENT $ 0.4

20 TON FLOOR JACK AMARILLO |$ 2.0
AMARILLO  |AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-045(96)2 09 $ 2.8|APRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO VARIOUS SHOP EQUIPMENT $ 0.7}

R-134-A FREON RECYCLER/GAGES AMARILLO |$ 35
AMARILLO  [AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-045(96)3 09 $ 1.2|APRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO  |[VARIOUS SHOP EQUIPMENT $ 0.3

1/2 TON TRANSMISSION JACK AMARILLO  |$ 1.5
AMARILLO  |JAMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-045(96)4 09 $ 2.4)APRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO  |VARIOUS SHOP EQUIPMENT $ 0.6

FILTER CRUSHER AMARILLO  [$ 3.0 Jl
AMARILLO AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-04S(96)5 09 $ 0.8|APRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO  |VARIOUS SHOP EQUIPMENT $ 0.2

LIGHTING FOR SERVICE PIT AMARILLO |$ 1.0
AMARILLO AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-04S(96)6 09 $ 4.0|APRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO  |VARIOUS SHOP EQUIPMENT $ 1.0

REHAB BUS WASH AMARILLO ($ 5.0

MARILLC  |AMARILLC CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-045(96)7 09 $ 2.8|APRIL 96

POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO  {VARIOUS OFFICE EQUIPMENT $ 0.7

ADP HARDWARE & MODEM AMARILLO |$ 35
AMARILLO  JAMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-04S(96)8 09 $ 1.2|APRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO  [VARIOUS OFFICE EQUIPMENT $ 0.3

ADP SOFTWARE AMARILLO {$ 1.5
AMARILLO  |AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-045(96)9 09 $ 4.0JAPRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO  |VARIOUS OFFICE EQUIPMENT $ 1.0

FARE COLLECTION EQUIPMENT AMARILLO $ 5.0

10



ARILLO  |AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-045(96)10 09 $ 9.3|APRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO  [VARIOUS OFFICE EQUIPMENT $ 2.3

SUPPORT VEHICLE - TRUCK AMARILLO $ 11.6
AMARILLO  |AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-04S5(96)11 09 $ 2.2|APRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0j
AMARILLO  |VARIOUS OFFICE EQUIPMENT $ 0.6

HAZARD SAFETY STOP LIGHTS AMARILLO $ 2.8
AMARILLO  |AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-055(96)1 09 $ 8.0JAPRIL 96
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO  jADA PASENGER AMENITIES $ 2.0

MAPS/SIGNAGE/RAMPS AMARILLO {$ 10.0,
AMARILLO  |JAMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-015(96) 09 $ 933.7[NOV 95
POTTER FTA $ 360.4
AMARILLO $ 5734

OPERATING EXPENSE AMARILLO $ 1,8675
AMARILLO  JAMARILLO MULTI-SERVICE CTR. AMA-SEC16-18(96) |16 $ 73.4|MAR 96
POTTER FTA $ 0.0
AMARILLO $ 19.0

2 - 25 PASSENGER TYPE il VEHIG. AMARILLO $ 92.4

=
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Amarilio MPO Federally Funded Transit Projects

Transportation Improvement Program

Description of Work

MPO

Total

FY 1997
Name or Designation Proj. ID Fed. Program |Federal Anticipated
County Location (from) F. Class St. Cat. State Letting Date
i Location (to) Phase Local Revision

Comments

AMARILLO |AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-015(97) 09 1,403.6|MAR 97

$
POTTER FTA $ 280.7
AMARILLO $ 1,122.9
OPERATING EXPENSE AMARILLO  [$ 2,807.2
AMARILLO |AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-035(97) 09 $ 41.5{JAN 97
POTTER FTA $ 0
AMARILLO $ 8.5
L[S PARATRANSTVAN |  [AMARWLO s 500 |
1
AMARILLO [POTTER/RANDALL AMA-SEC18-18(97) (16 $ 73.4|MAR 97
POTTER FTA $ 0.0
AMARILLO $ 19.0
VEHICLES AMARILLO $ 92.4
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Amarillo MPO Federally Funded Transit Projects
Transportation Improvement Program

FY 1998
Name or Designation Fed. Program Federal Anticipated Letting
County Location (from) F. Class St. Cat. State Date
City Location (to) Lanes Phase Local Revision
Description of Work MPO Comments
AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT AMA-T-015(98) 09 $ 1,614.1{MAR 88
POTTER FTA $ 322.8
MARILLO $ 1,291.3
OPERATING EXPENSE AMARILLO $ 3,228.2
lAMARILLO AMARILLO CITY TRANSIT 09 $ 1,336.3|MAR 98
POTTER FTA $ 0.0
AMARILLO $ 199.7]
10 - 29' BUSES AMARILLO $ 1,536.0
LAMARILLO POTTER/RANDALL AMA-SEC16-15(98) $ 73.4|MAR 98
POTTER $ 0.0
JAMARILLO $ 19.0
VEHICLES $ 92.4

13




STATE FUNDED
HIGHWAY PROJECTS
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PAGE NO. 1 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 26, 1995
AMARILLO
AMARILLO MPO

FY 1996
DISTRICT  |NAME OR DESIGNATION PROJ. 1D  |FED PROG|FEDERAL LETTING DATE
COUNTY LOCATION (FROM) F. CLASS  [ST. CAT.|{STATE REVISION DATE
cITY LOCATION (T0) LANES PHASE LOCAL COMMENTS
csd DESCRIPTION OF WORK LENGTH MPO TOTAL
AMARILLO  fus 87 AMARO9$961 |SIGN $0J01/96
RANDALL AT LP 335 (HOLLYWOOD RD) IN AMARILLO 1 10 100,000]/
AMARILLO . 4 o 0
0168-09-128 | INSTALL SIGNAL SYSTEM 0.001  |1114 $100,000
AMARILLO us 87 AMARD95962 {10A $0|12/95
POTTER AT LP 335 (ST FRANCIS) 3 10A 98,558|/
OTHER . 4 c o}
0041-07-078 | TRAFFIC SIGNAL 0.001 1114 $98,558
AMARILLO  [us 60 AMAR315961 {DISCR $0{11/95
POTTER AT AT B SF RR AT SH 136 3 1 150,000{/
AMARILLO . 0 C 0
0169-02-057 {RAILROAD SIGNALS 0.001 1114 $150,000
AMARILLO LP 335 AMAR29S96  |REHAB $0{01/96
POTTER IH 40 INTERSECTION 3 14 1,500,000/
AMARILLO  10.63 MILES NORTH OF US 60 4 4 0
2635-01-020 | REWORKING SUBGRADE, BASE, PLANING, ACP OVERLAY AND STRIPING 2.780 |1114 $1,500,000
AMARILLO  |VA AMAR31S962 [MISC $0(01/96
POTTER IN AMARILLO (POTTER & RANDALL COS) ON 0 16 172,800{/
AMARILLO IH 40, IH 27, US 87 & US 287 AT VAR LOCS 0 ¢ 0
0904-00-026 | LANDSCAPE DEVELOPMENT 0.001 1114 $172,800

PHASE: E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER



PAGE NO. 2 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM SEPTEMBER 25, 1995
AMARILLO
AMARILLO MPO

FY 1997
DISTRICT NAME OR DESIGNATION PROJ. ID FED PROG|FEDERAL LETTING DATE
COUNTY LOCATION (FROM) F. CLASS ST. CAT.|STATE REVISION DATE
CITY LOCATION (T0) LANES PHASE LOCAL COMMENTS
csJ DESCRIPTION OF WORK LENGTH MPO TOTAL
AMARILLO VA AMAR315974 |DISCR $0}03 /97
POTTER VARIOUS LOCATIONS IN CARSON, GRAY, 1 " 1,000,000}/
AMARILLO OLDHAM, POTTER AND RANDALL COUNTIES 0 C 0
0904-00-037 |UPDATE MBGF 0.100 114 $1,000,000

PHASE: E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER



TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
AMARILLO
AMARILLO MPO

PAGE NO. 3 SEPTEMBER 25, 1995

FY 1998
DISTRICT NAME OR DESIGNATION PROJ. ID FED PROG|FEDERAL LETTING DATE
COUNTY LOCATION (FROM) F. CLASS ST. CAT. |STATE REVISION DATE
CITY LOCATION (T0) LANES PHASE LOCAL COMMENTS
csJ DESCRIPTION OF WORK LENGTH MPO TOTAL
AMARILLO VA AMAR31S984 [13D $0|09/97
POTTER ON VARIOUS PRINCIPAL ARTERIALS 3 13D 805,620{/
AMARILLO IN THE CITY OF AMARILLO 0 c 0
0904-00-900 | PLANING, BASE REPAIR AND ACP OVERLAY 0.001 1114 $805,620
AMARILLO VA AMAR31S985 |[MISC $0|05/98
POTTER AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS ON IH 40 AND IH 27 1 16 255,100/
AMARILLO IN AMARILLO 0 o 0
0904-00-918 | LANDSCAPE DEVELOPMENT 0.100 1114 $255,100
PHASE: E=ENGINEERING, C=CONSTRUCTION, R=ROW, T=TRANSFER




LOCALLY FUNDED
REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS
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Amarillo MPO Locally Funded Projects
Transportation Improvement Program

1996
District Name or Designation Proj. ID Fed. Federal Anticipated
County Location (from) F. Class Program State Letting Date
City Location (to) Lanes St. Cat. Local Revision
CcsJ Description of Work Length Phase Total Comments
MPO i

AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-RSP(96) $ 0.0 | MAY 96
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 500.0

RESIDENTIAL STREET PAVING AMARILLO $ 500.0
AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-AOR(986) $ 0.0 | APR 96
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 700.0

ARTERIAL OVERLAY RESURFACING AMARILLO $ 700.0
AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-ROC(96) $ 0.0 | FEB 96
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 20.0

REPLACE OBSOLETE CONTROLLERS AMARILLO $ 20.0
AMARILLO | WESTERN AND PARAMOUNT, AMA-L-RSI(96) $ 0.0 | FEB 96
POTTER GEORGIA AND 45TH, $ 0.0
AMARILLO } OSAGE AND 27TH CONST $ 31.0

AMARILLO $ 31.0

REBUILD SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS
AMARILLO | BELL AND ARDEN AMA-L-NSI|(96) $ 0.0 | FEB 96
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 400

NEW SIGNAL INSTALLATION AMARILLO $ 40.0




Amarillo Locally Funded Projects

Transportation Improvement Program

FY 1997
District Name or Designation Proj. 1D Fed. Federal Anticipated
County Location (from) F. Class Program State Letting Date
City Location (to) Lanes St. Cat. Local Revision
csJ Description of Work Length Phase Total Comments

MPO

AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-RSP(97) $ 0.0 | MAY 96
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 500.0

RESIDENTIAL STREET PAVING AMARILLO $ 500.0
AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-AOR(97) $ 0.0 | APR 96
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 700.0

ARTERIAL OVERLAY RESURFACING AMARILLO $ 700.0
AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-ROC(97) $ 0.0 | FEB 96
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 20.0

REPLACE OBSOLETE CONTROLLERS AMARILLO $ 20.0
AMARILLO [ VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-RSI(97) $ 0.0 | FEB 96
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 31.0

REBUILD SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS AMARILLO $ 31.0
AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-NSI(97) $ 0.0 | FEB 96
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 40.0

NEW SIGNAL INSTALLATION AMARILLO $ 40.0
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Amarillo MPO Locally Funded Projects
Transportation Improvement Program

FY 1998
District Name or Designation Proj. ID Fed. Federal Anticipated
County Location (from) F. Class Program State Letting
City Location (to) Lanes St. Cat. Local Date
csJ Description of Work Length Phase Total
MPO
Revision
{ Comments

AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-RSP(98) $ 0.0 | MAY 97
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 500.0

RESIDENTIAL STREET PAVING AMARILLO $ 500.0
AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-NSI(98) $ 0.0 | FEB 97
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 40.0

NEW SIGNAL INSTALLATION AMARILLO $ 40.0
AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-AOR(97) $ 0.0
POTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO CONST $ 700.0

ARTERIAL OVERLAY AMARILLO $ 700.0
AMARILLO | VARIOUS LOCATIONS AMA-L-ROC(97) $ 0.0
2OTTER $ 0.0
AMARILLO $ 20.0

REPLACE OBSOLETE CONTROLLERS CONST $ 20.0

AMARILLO
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MPO TOTAL
FY 1996 - 1998 TIP FINANCIAL SUMMARY

AMARILLO DISTRICT _ MPOTOTAL . _
FUNDING FY 96 FY 96 FY 97 FY 97 FY 98 FY 98 TOTAL TOTAL
SOURCE |CATEGORY OF WORK APPORT PROG APPORT PROG APPORT PROG APPORT PROG
Faderal - [1-Interstate Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 30 $0
'FHWA 2-Interstate Maintenance $0 $0 $6,290.000 $6.250.000 $365,363 $365,363 $6.655,363 $6,655.363
3-National Highway System | . o )
3B-Texas Trunk Systemn $0 $0 0] $0 $0 $0 30 $0
Other NHS so $0 $0 30| $3.400,000|  $3.400.000 $3,400,000 $3,400,000
4-Surface Transportation Program S N SN SRS S
| 4A-Safety %0 $0 $0 $0, %0 %0 30 $0
| 4B-Enhancement |~ $420.800 /$526.000 N $0f] s sof %0 $420.800 $526.000
| ___4C-Metropolitan Mobﬂg i %0 %0 $0| %0} $0[ $0 30 $0
_ 4D-UrbanMobility 1 $3175000(  $3.175.000| _ $400000] $400 000 $3,500.000|  $3,500,000 $7,075.000 $7.075,000
4E-RuralMobitity 80 $0 30, %0 %0 $0 $0 $0
4F-STP Rehabilitation o $0| $0 %0y %0 $0 $0 $0 $0
4G-RR Grade Separation L S? 825 000 .. $3.825.000 $0j. $01 .. %] $0 $2,825,000 $3.825,000
5-Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality . $0{ .. %0 ___.%of .. .._%o0f ... %0 $0 30 $0
6-Bridge o . I L : o
~__6A-Bridges on stnem o . %0|. %oy $0] %0 %0 $0 $0 $0
!5_%__15‘._;9_9_5_9,"_931339@_: [N PR (v ISR () NN '3 S 30 $0) . .30 $0 30
12-Commission Strategic Pnonty | I T R , o
..12A-Federal & State _Fur!d'ns,,,,_ | . $5000.000 55 000000 $0] I A $0 $5.000.000 $5,000.000
12B-100% State Funding | . $0 e 300 %01 . .. $0 .30{ $0 30 $0
l15-Demonstration Projects [ .. $01 - $0 ..%00 .. ... %00 ... %0i | $0 $0 $0
16 (Federal Projects) . | %0y %04 ... %0} %0[ $0 $0 $0 $0
o Federal Land Highway Program . 80 %0y . s0y . _ %0 . $0 30 $0
fede'a' [Sectiond . I U 1 R 2 R .o sof o %0 $0 $0 $0
FTA [Section 8 L $974.120| 5974 120  $1. 445 100 $1.445.100 $2,950.400|  $2,950,400 $5,369,620 $5,369,620
|Section 16 b 373388) _,,_,15713@_ | $73358(  $73358 $73358 | $73.358 $220.074 $220,074
Sectonig .. ...\ .. _sof ___ $0] sol . sof . %0] $0 $0] $0
TOTALS - |Federal FHWA 1 $11.420.800 $12.526.000 $6.690.000( $6 690.000| $7 265.363 $7,265,363 $25,376,163 $26.481.363
Highways |100% State Funded Pro;ecls | . 2021358 $2.021.358 $1.000,000 $1.000.000 $1,060.720 $1,060,720 $4,082,078 $4,082,078
| ArowoDistia $13442.158|  $14547,358|  $7.690.000|  $7.690000]  $8.326,083|  $8,326,083| $29.458241| $30,563 441
TOTALS - [Federal FTA Prqg__m I $1.047.478 $1.047.478 $1,518.458 $1.518.458 $3.023.758 $3,023,758 $5,589,694 $5.589,694
Transit State Match for Transit Projects |~ $360.433 $360,433 $280.700 $280.700 $322,800 $322,800 $963,933 $963,933
L ltocalMatchtor Transit Projects | $602468|  $6024681  $1.150442| _ $1.150442]  $1.510042| _ §$1.610042|  $3.2620952|  $3.262952
Additional |Additional Highway Match |l s s 80} %0 o $0] $0 $0 $0
Match Addtional TransitMatch | $0 $0 $0) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Locally City _ o s2296.200 $2.296.200 $1.191.000(  $1,191.000]  $1,160.000 $1.160.000 $4,647,200 $4,647,200
Funded [County . . $0] s} sy . 80 $0 $0 $0 $0
Proe lOther _ . osol o sof s s . sol 0 $0 $0




MPO SELF-CERTIFICATION

We, BILLY PARKS |, aduly authorized representative of the TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION, AND _JOHN Q. WARD _, a duly authorized representative of the
AMARILLO URBAN TRANSPORTATION STUDY, hereby certify and attest that the
transportation planning conducted within the Metropolitan Study Area by its agents and/or
representatives, and funded under the latest approved Unified Work Program (UWP), is
addressing the major issues facing the area and is being conducted in accordance with
all applicable requirements of:

(1) Section 134 of Title 23, U.S.C., Section 8 of the Federal Transit Act (49 U.S.C.
app. 1607) and this part(450);

(2) Sections 174 and 176(c) and (d) of the Clean Air Act(42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506(c)
and (d);

(3) Titie VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Title Vi assurance executed by
each State under 23 U.S.C. 324 and 29 U.S.C. 794;

(4) Section 1003(b) of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of
1991(Pub. L. 102-240) regarding the involvement of Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises in the FHWA and the FTA funded planning projects(sec. 105(f) Pub.
L. 97-424, 96 Stat. 2100; 49 CFR Part 23); and

(5) The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (Pub. L. 101-336,

104 Stat. 327, as amended) and U.S. DOT regulations "Transportation for
Individuals with Disabilities" (49 CFR Parts 27, 37, and 38).

Witness these signatures this 27th day of JULY , 1995 .

TEXAS DEPARTMENT AMARILLO URBAN

OF TRANSPORTATION TRANSPORTATION STUDY

DISTRICT 4 POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Ak pe Gty bl

Billy Parks Joth Q. Ward

District Engineer Chairperson
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INTRODUCTION
1. PURPOSE

The enactment of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA)
represents a major landmark in the evolution of federal surface transportation assistance
programs. This legislation proposes comprehensive restructuring of our nation’s highway
and transit systems and facilities.

The biggest challenge for transportation in the coming decade is to provide adequate
resources to maintain and improve the national infrastructure and to expend those
resources for maximum benefit. The focus on national priorities will be accompanied by
the provision for greater flexibility in the use of transportation funds at all levels of
government. This will permit investment in facilities, services and modes that offer the
most cost-effective solutions to mobility needs.

The planning provisions of ISTEA feature an enhanced role for Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOs) in the planning and programming of transportation projects.
The South East Texas Regional Planning Commission (SETRPC), as the MPO for the
Jefferson-Orange-Hardin Regional Transportation Study (JOHRTS) area, is responsible
for developing, in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation, area
jurisdictions, and affected transit operators, the 1996-1998 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP). Greater flexibility now built into funding programs offers these agencies
several opportunities for the implementation of more comprehensive projects and

programs.

This Transportation Improvement Program is prepared for the specific purpose of
showing the various transportation projects which are expected to be accomplished in the
coming three years. The Transportation Improvement Program is a staged, three (3) year
development program of needed transportation improvements as identified in the
Jefferson-Orange-Hardin Regional Transportation Study Area. All local and State
highway and transit projects within the study area must be identified and prioritized in
this document to be eligible to receive funds from the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). ISTEA now requires the
inclusion of a financial plan outlining the source and amount of funds expected for all
projects in the Transportation Improvement Program. Included in the Appendices of this
document are a listing of the financially constrained projects and programs for the
coming three year period. No project may be included if full funding cannot be
reasonably anticipated prior to the scheduled completion of the project as specified in the
Transportation Improvement Program.

In addition, the Clean Air Act Amendments prohibits the MPO from approving proposed
plans, programs, and projects that do not conform with the State Implementation Plan for
air quality. All projects will go through an evaluation to examine their air quality impacts
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and to assure no degradation of air quality as a result of their implementation. Inclusion
in the Transportation Improvement Program demonstrates to federal officials that a
specific project is consistent with state, regional and local transportation policy.

II. DEFINITION OF AREA

The regional study area includes Jefferson, Orange and Hardin Counties.
III.PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS

The Public Involvement Program (PIP) of the South East Texas Regional Planning
Commission-MPO, is used to enhance the transportation planning process in southeast
Texas. The program provides opportunities for citizens to contribute ideas and voice
opinions early and often, both during and after preparation of draft plans and programs.
Of utmost importance to our Public Involvement Program is that information, education
and participation are insured to the citizens affected by our planning efforts. The Public
Involvement Program for the JOHRTS area includes three major categories: Community
Dialogue, Public Meetings, and Review and Comment.

IV.PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS

INTRODUCTION

The JOHRTS Project Selection Process fulfills several needs in the metropolitan planning
process. To spend federal dollars on local transportation projects and programs, a
metropolitan area must have a Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) and
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Both of these documents must be
‘financially constrained’ and must adhere to the principles laid out in the Intermodal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991°s Metropolitan Transportation
Planning final rules.

The MTP is a long range plan, normally 20 to 25 years, which outlines the long term
goals for the regions transportation system. Included in the MTP is a list of projects that,
over the long term, will meet the objectives of the plan. The projects listed in the MTP
are grouped into three major components:

1. The ‘Transportation Improvement Program.” This is a short range ‘implementation
plan’ for the region. The TIP lists those transportation projects and programs that will
be implemented in the coming three year period.

2. The ‘financially constrained’ component. This constitutes those projects that have an
identifiable funding source during the MTP planning horizon.

3. The ‘financially unconstrained needs’ component. This consists of those projects that
have no identified funding source during the MTP planning horizon.

The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 requires that all MTPs and
TIPs be “financially constrained.” This means that the cost of those projects and
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programs selected for inclusion in the MTP’s planning horizon must reasonably match
the expected funding levels for that time period. Also, the cost of those projects and
programs included in the strategic three year TIP must equal projected funding available
during those three years. Because of the limited resources available, a process is needed
to evaluate and score projects for the Metropolitan Transportation Plan.

The following criteria will determine which projects are eligible to be scored for possible
inclusion in the ‘financially constrained’ component of the MTP.

1. Proposed projects will be consistent with the JOHRTS area long range goals.
2. Proposed projects will have a committed funding source.
3. Proposed projects will have a project readiness and implementation timeline.

Projects not meeting the eligibility criteria will be placed in the ‘unconstrained needs
component’ of the MTP. Once eligible projects have been scored according to the
procedures set forth in the remainder of this document, they will be placed in the
‘financially constrained component’ of the MTP based on projected funding levels for the
MTP planning horizon, projects score, and projects implementation timeline (readiness).
When total funding by category for the MTP planning horizon is obligated by year, those
projects not scoring high enough to be funded will be placed in the ‘unconstrained needs
component.’

During TIP updates, projects will be moved from the ‘financially constrained’ component
of the MTP to the TIP based on score, readiness and funding levels available during the
three (3) year TIP time period. As the MTP planning horizon is revised or when new
information is available on projected funding levels, a reevaluation of MTP projects will
be required.

ELIGIBLE FUNDING CATEGORIES
There are five (5) funding categories (4B, 4D, 4E, 5 & 13D) for which the JOHRTS
Metropolitan Planning Organization has some input. These are described below.

4B  STP Transportation Enhancement: Projects programmed must fall under specific
activities identified as "Transportation Enhancement.”
Statewide ranking (MPO prioritization for statewide consideration)

4D  STP Urban Mobilitv/Rehabilitation: This category is to address the mobility or
rehabilitation needs in urbanized areas with population between 5,000 and

200,000.
MPO inpwt, district allocation

4E  STP Rural Mobility/Rehabilitation: This category is to address mobility or
rehabilitation needs in rural areas.

MPO input, district allocation
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5 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ): This category is to address
congestion mitigation and air quality improvements in nonattainment areas.
MPO input, area allocation '

13D Urban Street Program: This is a new category targeting urbanized areas with a
population of 50,000 or more. The Beaumont (Beaumont/Lumberton) and Port
Arthur (Port Arthur/Nederland/Port Neches/Groves) urbanized areas will be
eligible to utilize this category.

MPQO input, district allocation

The MPO has direct input and scoring responsibility for four (4) of these funding
categories (4D, 4E, 5 & 13D). Since 4B is ultimately selected by the State, this process
deals only with funding categories 4D, 4E, 5 and 13D.

PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS
The JOHRTS Project Selection Process consists of four (4) steps:

1. Project Submission

2. Project Review and Evaluation

3. JOHRTS Technical Committee Recommendation

4. JOHRTS Transportation Planning Committee Review and Approval

The following pages contain a detailed discussion of these four (4) steps and how they are
carried out.

Step L. Project Submissi

As determined by the Chair of the JOHRTS Technical Committee a call for projects will
be sent out to all participants in the JOHRTS area. JOHRTS member organizations
wishing to submit projects will present a completed JOHRTS Candidate Project
Submission Form to the MPO Director.

For inclusion in the ‘financially constrained’ component of the JOHRTS Metropolitan
Transportation Plan, the following criteria must be met:

1. Proposed projects will be consistent with the JOHRTS area long range goals.
2. Proposed projects will have a committed funding source.
3. Proposed projects will have a project readiness and implementation timeline.

Those projects complying with the previous requirements, will be scored by the JOHRTS
Technical Committee based on the following criteria:
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1. Scored on a scale of 0-20, 20 being most important, the projects relationship to
land use or other pressing economic development factors.

0-5 points. Projects support of existing development.
Does the project enhance access and circulation to existing land uses?

0-5 points. Projects support of projected development.
Does the project support or enhance access and circulation to any known or
potential future development?

0-10 points. Projects benefit to the community.
Does the project provide economic, social, environmental, safety or physical
benefits to the community?

2. Scored on a scale of 0-25, 25 being most important, the projects ability to promote
the Federal Clean Air Act Amendments objectives.

0-15 points. Reduces delay and congestion.
Does the project promote the free flow of traffic? Does the project reduce current
or future areas of congestion?

0-5 points. Supports use of altemnative fuels.
Does the project support or promote the use of alternative fuels?

0-5 points. Supports use of transit and other alternative transportation modes.
Does the project promote increased transit ridership? Does the project support
or promote increased use of other modes of transportation (i.e. bicycles,
vanpooling, rideshare, etc.)?

3. Scored on a scale of 0-20, 20 being most important, the projects ability to promote
intermodalism; movement (circulation) of goods and persons between intermodal
facilities such as ports, airports, rail and bus terminals, etc.

0-10 points. Improves access to intermodal facilities.

Does the project complete a missing link to an intermodal facility (sea ports, air
ports, bus terminals, and rail yards are examples of intermodal facilities which
utilize two or more modes of transportation for the movement of goods or
persons)? Does the project improve access to or reduce congestion surrounding
an intermodal facility?

0-10 pbints. Improves movement of goods and persons.
Does the project enhance the movement of goods and persons?
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4. Scored on a scale of 0-25, 25 being most important, the projects ability to improve
efficient use of the existing transportation system.

0-5 points. Improves system continuity.

Ideally, streets should perform specific functions (i.e. arterials, collectors, local
streets, etc.) and the combination of those specific functions should define a
hierarchy that is the transportation system. The hierarchy should be implemented
through the use of street design technigues, traffic control measures, and parking
regulations. Does the project enhance the continuity or flow of the transportation
system hierarchy?

0-5 points. Eliminates hazards present in the system.
Does the project address safety hazards present in the system (i.e. addresses an
accident prone intersection, etc.)?

0-10 points. Improves congestion management.

Does the project reduce delay and congestion on the transportation system?
Does the project reduce the time or distance necessary for the efficient movement
of goods and persons?

0-5 points. Increases accessibility for transit, bicycles and pedestrian modes.
Does the project provide transit rider amenities such as information systems,
signage, seating or waiting facilities? Does the project promote safe and
convenient use for bicyclists or pedestrians? '

5. Scored on a scale of 0-10, 10 being most important, the projects cost
effectiveness.

0-10 points. Projects cost effectiveness.
Does the projects utility (economical, social, etc.) justify the total costs involved?

Prior to the JOHRTS Technical Committee meeting, the South East Texas
Regional Planning Commission Transportation Division staff will score all
eligible projects. The staff recommendations and a justification for each will be
provided to all JOHRTS Technical Committee members. The staff
.recommendations WILL NOT BE INCLUDED in the final scores rendered by the
JOHRTS Technical Committee. The staff scoring will serve only as a tool for
those JOHRTS Technical Committee members wishing to utilize them as a
reference or guide.

Once projects are scored, based on the preceding criteria, they will be placed in
one of the MTP’s three project listing components.
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1. The ‘Transportation Improvement Program.” This lists those transportation projects
and programs that meet the project readiness requirements and scored high enough to
be implemented in the coming three year period.

2. The ‘financially constrained’ component. This constitutes those projects that have an
identifiable funding source during the MTP planning horizon yet did not either meet
the project readiness requirement or score high enough to be fundable during the
coming three (3) year TIP.

3. The ‘financially unconstrained needs’ component. This consists of those projects that
either did not meet the scoring eligibility requirements or fell low enough in the
scoring that no identified funding source was available during the MTP planning
horizon.

Step 3 JOHRTS Technical C ittee R tati
After utilizing the Project Review and Evaluation process, the JOHRTS Technical

Committee will forward a recommendation for the three (3) project listing components of
the MTP to the JOHRTS Transportation Planning Committee for review and approval.

The JOHRTS Transportation Planning Committee will review and adopt candidate
projects for inclusion in the three (3) project listing components of the MTP. If the
JOHRTS Transportation Planning Committee chooses to reject the recommendation of
the JOHRTS Technical Committee, the project listing is sent back to the JOHRTS
Technical Committee for further review and evaluation. If the JOHRTS Technical
Committee’s recommendations are adopted, those components will then be forwarded to
the Texas Department of Transportation for inclusion in the State Transportation
Improvement Program.

V. PROGRESS FROM PREVIOUS YEAR

Many major projects throughout the JOHRTS area have begun construction during the
past year. Of particular interest to the area was the beginning of construction on SH 73
from Chambers county line to Taylor’s Bayou to a four lane divided highway. Also in
Jefferson County, State Highway 87, from one mile west of FM 3322 to twelve miles
west of 3322, will be widened and shoulders constructed. The City of Beaumont is
nearing completion of the Martin Luther King (Spur 380) Parkway from US 69 north to I-
10. Another project in Beaumont nearing completion is the Liberty/Laurel overpass
which will provide a link from west Beaumont to the downtown area. FM 364 north of
Dishman road to SH 105 began construction this year and will become a four-lane
roadway. SH 105 north of Beaumont from Keith Road west into Hardin County also
began construction this past year. SH 105 is being reconstructed to a four-lane divided
rural highway. In Orange County, right-of-way acquisition has continued for the
consolidation of the rail lines onto one right-of-way near SH 87 for the eventual overpass
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of SH 87 over the rail lines. Hardin County FM 1003 began a widening project which
will provide shoulders from US 69 to FM 1293.

VI.AIR QUALITY ISSUES

The South East Texas region faces many challenging planning issues in the coming year.
Of utmost importance are air quality concerns. As an ozone nonattainment area, the three
county region is faced with many new air quality mandates; congestion management,
alternative fuels, etc.

As the federally designated transportation planning organization for the Jefferson, Orange
and Hardin County area, the SETRPC-MPO will strive to develop useful tools to deal
with the air quality goals (i.e. Congestion Management System, etc.). The end result of
these efforts is aimed at attaining the National Ambient Air Quality Standards.

The SETRPC-MPO currently has several major efforts under way: 1) development of a
Congestion Management System, 2) implementation of an Ozone Action Day program,
and 3) pursuit of reclassification to a Moderate Ozone Nonattainment area.

As mandated in the Management and Monitoring Systems Final Interim Rule, the
SETRPC-MPO is developing a Congestion Management System (CMS). Data collection
has begun in support of the CMS and a consultant contract is planned to acquire further
data collection for the management system. The result of this management system will
be to identify congestion where it is occurring and will occur in the future. Alternatives
can then be analyzed to determine the most effective and cost efficient ways to relieve
those congested ‘hot spots’ which will result in reduced mobile source emissions.

The SETRPC-MPO, in its continuing effort to improve air quality in the region through
transportation related programs, is implementing an Ozone Action Day Program. The
MPO has programmed CMAQ funds to implement and operate a program to alert
industries and the public of potential ozone exceedance days. The forecasting for this
effort is being supported by analysts at the Texas Natural Resource Conservation
Commission.

The SETRPC-MPO, in conjunction with the SETRPC Air Quality Advisory Committee
and the Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission, is actively pursuing
reclassification to a Moderate Ozone Nonattainment Area. Several meetings with the
EPA and other concerned parties have been held to discuss this issue.

VILAMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA)

Beaumont Municipal Transit recently purchased seven paratransit vans which are ‘
accessible for the disabled. These purchases put Beaumont Transit in compliance with
ADA. Port Arthur Transit has been installing eight new bus shelters along routes which
are accessible to the disabled. The transfer terminal at the Port Arthur Library was also
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upgraded. Renovations to the Transit Service Center were made making the center
accessible for the disabled.

VIIL.GLOSSARY
PROJECT LISTINGS
CSJ Control Section Job Number - TXDOT assigned number for projects

entered into the Project Development Program (PDP).

PROJID Project Identification - Code assigned by the MPO for local
tracking/identification. Used to relate projects to the Metropolitan
Transportation Plan. A form of the Project ID is also included in the
modeling for air quality conformity analysis to relate projects back to
both the MTP and TIP.

The following example demonstrates the Project ID system used in the
JOHRTS MTP and TIP and the network annotation system:

Project ID: 94026-F96

94 Identifies the year a project is first considered for inclusion in
the MTP.

026  Represents a unique number for each project during the given
year (sequentially numbered).

F Represents funding source: ‘F’ = Federal, ‘S’ = State, ‘L’ =
Local, and ‘T’ = Transit.

96  Identifies the network year in which that project appears.

Network Annotation: 9402696A

94 Columns 1 & 2 identify the year a project is first considered for
inclusion in the MTP (a projects inception year).

026 Columns 3, 4 & 5 represent a unique number for each project
during the given year (numbered sequentially as they are

received in the MPO office).

96 Columns 6 & 7 identify the network year in which that project
appears.

A Column 8 will either contain an ‘A’ for Action or ‘B’ for
Baseline.

While columns 6, 7 & 8 may change as a result of the project selection
process, columns 1 through 5 provide a consistent identifier that
corresponds to the Project ID found in both the TIP and MTP.

JOHRTS FY ‘96-98 Transportation Improvement Program Page 9



F.CLASS  Federal Functional Class - Federal classification of streets and
highways into functional operating characteristics. Categories are:

Interstate

Other Urban Freeways and Expressways

Other Principal Arterials

Minor Arterials

Urban Collectors and Rural Major Collectors
" Rural Minor Collectors

Urban and Rural Local Streets and Roads

FED PROG Federal Funding Category - Major categories of Federal funding as
established by the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of
1991 (ISTEA). Categories are:

IC - Interstate Construction

IM- Interstate Maintenance

NHS - National Highway System

STP - Surface Transportation Program

CMAQ - Congestion & Mitigation Air Quality Funds
Bridge - On/Off System Bridge Rehabilitation

DSB - Donor State Bonus Funds

MA - Minimum Allocation Funds

FLHP - Federal L and Highway Program

FTA - Federal Transit Administration Funding

PHASE Project Phase for Federal Funding (E-Preliminary Engineering, R-
Right of Way Acquisition, & C-Construction).
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PAGE NO. A-1

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

BEAUMONT

JEFFERSON-ORANGE-HARDIN REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION STUDY

FY 1996
DISTRICT NAME OR DESIGNATION PROJ. ID FED PROG | FEDERAL COMMENTS
COUNTY LOCATION (FROM) F. CLASS sT. caT. | sTATE
LOCATION (TO) LANES PHASE LOCAL
csJ DESCRIPTION OF WORK LENGTH MPO TOTAL
BEAUMONT Us 96 92012-F99 | NHS-TTS $3,680,000 | 08/96
HARDIN SE 327 E OF SILSBEE, SW 3 3B $920,000
AT & SF RR 2 c so
0065-05-114 | WIDEN TO 4 LANE DIVIDED RURAL 3.000 1102 $4,600,000
[ BEAUMONT | VA 94154A-FXX | NHS-R $480,000 | 08/96
JEFFERSON ALL NCN-INTERSTATE NHS HIGHWAYS 3 3c $120, 000
DISTRICTWIDE 0 c $0
0920-00-045 | GUARDRAIL REPAIR AND UPGRADE 0.100 1102 $600, 000
| BEAGMONT CR 94001-FXX | STP-SA 368,000 | 07/96
HARDIN ON OLD BEAUMONT HIGHWAY AT AT&SF | 7 rYY $17, 000
RR 0 c $0
0920-03-041 | SOUTH OF SILSBEE (DOT #023 640P) 0.001 1102 $85,000
RAILROAD SIGNAL PROGRAM
BEAUNMONT CR 96002-FXX | STP-5A 566,000 | 07/96
EARDIN ON CHANCE CUT-OFF RD AT AT&SF RR | 7 FYY $17,000
SOUTH OF SILSBEE (DOT #023 645Y) ) c $0
0920-03-042 | RATLROAD SCHOOL BUS SIGNAL 0.001 1102 $85,000
PROGRAM
| BEAUMONT CR 94021-FXX STP-SA $68,000 | 07/96
ORANGE ON CADY LANE AT KCS RR IN VIDOR 7 4n $17,000
(DOT #329 468V) ) ¢ $0
0920-30-044 | RAILROAD SIGNAL PROGRAM 0.001 1102 $85,000
BEAUMONT CR 95081-FXX STP-SA $72,000 | 08/96
JEFFERSON COUNTY RD AT ATSF RR SW OF CHEEK | 7 4 $18,000
(DOT 023 751G) 0 c . 80
0920-38-951 | RAILROAD SIGNAL 0.001 1102 $90, 000
BEAUMONT cs S5082-FXX | STP-SA $72,000 | 08796
JEFFERSON MERRIMAN ST AT KCS RR IN PT 7 4A $18,000
NECHES 0 c $0
0920-38-940 | (DOT 329 609C) 0.001 1102 $90,000
RAILROAD SIGNAL
| BEATMONT 3 95083-FXX STP-SA $72,000 | 08/96
JEFFERSON MAIN AVE AT KCS RR IN PT ARTHUR 7 4 $18,000
{DOT 329 427R) ) c $0
0920-38-941 | RATLROAD SIGNAL 0.001 1102 $90,000
BEAUMONT cs A S5084-FXX | STP-SA §72,000 | 08/96
JEFFERSON TAFT AVE AT KCS RR IN PT ARTHUR 7 4A $18,000
{DOT 329 429E) ) c $0
0920-38-942 | RAILROAD SIGNAL 0.001 1102 $90, 000
BEAUMONT TS 95085-FXX | STP-SA §72,000 | 08796
JEFFERSON 32ND ST AT XCS RR IN PT ARTHUR ] 4A $18,000
(DOT 329 437W) ° c $0
0920-38-943 | RATLROAD SIGNAL 0.001 1102 $90,000
" BEATMONT cs SS08E-FXX | STP-5A $72,000 | 08796
JEFFERSON 39TH ST AT KCS RR IN GROVES 7 7Y $18,000
(DOT 325 